VERSION 1 -REVIEW

REVIEWER
Masuda Mohsena REVIEW RETURNED 05-Mar-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
1. It is very difficult to understand the study site.It would have been better if a map is provided indicating the 150 districts receiving SURE intervention and then the selected areas for this study. 2. Could you please write a little more about the qualitative portion of this study?
REVIEWER
Andy Prendergast
REVIEW RETURNED
06-Apr-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
This is a protocol of an evaluation study of the Sustained Undernutrition Reduction in Ethiopia programme, which is comprehensive and well written.
My only major comment is that the time-lines of the evaluation are not always easy to determine. For example, at the start of the paper it is not clear if SURE is already up and running, and this manuscript describes an evaluation of SURE, or if this manuscript is describing SURE itself. Between lines 107-109, an additional paragraph could help to clarify this so that the reader is clear from the start (e.g. move the study status section here, which is currently at the end, lines 417-420). The mix of future and past tenses throughout adds to this confusion (e.g. lines 327-333).
Lines 187-190 could provide estimated timings for phases 2 and 3, and clarify that this protocol pertains only to phase 1.
Minor comments: Table 3 -please define DE Are data collection tools available online?
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Response to Reviewer 1:
Thank you very much for your review of our paper.
"1. It is very difficult to understand the study site. It would have been better if a map is provided indicating the 150 districts receiving SURE intervention and then the selected areas for this study."
To-date, the SURE programme has been delivered in 63 districts in Ethiopia. The Government intends to roll-out the programme to a further 87 districts in 2018/2019 although the exact districts and timing for this programme expansion has not been finalised. We have now included a map to identify the intervention and comparison study sites selected for the SURE evaluation.
"2. Could you please write a little more about the qualitative portion of this study?"
We have added additional details about district-level sample size and distribution. This includes information about sampling in comparison districts, which is planned to capture key contextual data during the qualitative studies investigating behavioural changes.
Response to Reviewer 2:
Thank you very much for your review.
"My only major comment is that the time-lines of the evaluation are not always easy to determine. For example, at the start of the paper it is not clear if SURE is already up and running, and this manuscript describes an evaluation of SURE, or if this manuscript is describing SURE itself. Between lines 107-109, an additional paragraph could help to clarify this so that the reader is clear from the start (e.g. move the study status section here, which is currently at the end, lines 417-420). The mix of future and past tenses throughout adds to this confusion (e.g. lines 327-333)."
"Lines 187-190 could provide estimated timings for phases 2 and 3, and clarify that this protocol pertains only to phase 1."
We have clarified the three-phase timelines under a new sub-section of the introduction called "Implementation status" and as suggested included clarification that the protocol pertains only to the first phase districts. The "Study status" section has been moved to the introduction. Finally, we have edited the entire manuscript to improve use of tenses and/or to add explanatory language where change of tenses cannot be avoided. We hope that the overall effect is a much clearer and more readable paper.
"Minor comments: We have now included the baseline data collection tool as an online Supplementary File.
VERSION 2 -REVIEW
REVIEWER
Masuda Mohsena
REVIEW RETURNED
04-Jun-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
Thank you for addressing all my queries.
REVIEWER
Andy Prendergast
REVIEW RETURNED
26-May-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
I am happy with the edits made to the revised manuscript
